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Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate resumes consideration of S. 178 
on Wednesday, April 22, Senator COR-
NYN or his designee be recognized to 
withdraw the pending Cornyn amend-
ment and offer amendments Nos. 1124 
and 301. I further ask that there then 
be 1 hour of debate, equally divided in 
the usual form, and that following the 
use or yielding back of time, the Sen-
ate vote on the Leahy amendment No. 
301, followed by a vote on amendment 
No. 1124, both with a 60-vote affirma-
tive threshold for adoption. I further 
ask that if the Cornyn-Murray-Klo-
buchar amendment is agreed to, the 
time until 2 p.m. be equally divided in 
the usual form, and the Senate then 
vote on the following amendments in 
the order listed, with 2 minutes of de-
bate equally divided before each vote: 
Cornyn No. 1127; Leahy No. 290; Brown 
No. 311; Burr No. 1121; and Kirk No. 273, 
as modified. 

I further ask that amendments in the 
preceding list each be subject to a 60- 
vote affirmative threshold for adop-
tion, and that following disposition of 
these amendments, there then be 5 
minutes equally divided in the usual 
form, followed by votes on the fol-
lowing amendments, which have been 
cleared by the managers and should be 
adopted by voice vote: Klobuchar No. 
296; Hoeven No. 299, as modified; Sul-
livan No. 279; Wicker No. 1126; Flake 
No. 294; Cassidy No. 308; Portman No. 
1128; Brown No. 310; Brown No. 312; 
Heller No. 1122; and Shaheen No. 303. 

I further ask that there be no second- 
degrees in order to any of the amend-
ments listed and that following disposi-
tion of the Shaheen amendment, the 
committee-reported substitute, as 
amended, be agreed to, the bill, as 
amended, be read a third time, and the 
Senate proceed to a vote on passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Oregon. 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, reserving 

the right to object, would the majority 
leader consider at this time modifying 
his request to drop the Kirk amend-
ment No. 273? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
majority leader so modify his request? 

The Senator from Texas. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, as I un-

derstand, the distinguished Senator 
from Oregon is asking to amend the 
consent request. I would reserve the 
right to object to that request and 
make the simple point that the Kirk 
amendment targets online child exploi-
tation and sex trafficking, which is 
rampant. Given the fact that the Inter-
net is now one of the principal tools 
used, on Web sites such as 
backpage.com, thousands of American 
children and human trafficking victims 
are sold into slavery. It is simply un-
conscionable for us to stand by and 
allow this to continue. 

What Senator KIRK is asking for, 
which I support and believe we should 
do, is a simple up-or-down vote on the 

Kirk amendment. So I reserve the right 
to object and ask our colleague to 
allow this up-or-down vote on the Kirk 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
majority leader so modify his request? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, the 
answer is no, but I think the Senator 
from Oregon wishes to respond. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, con-
tinuing my reservation, I don’t take a 
backseat to anyone when it comes to 
fighting for the victims of sex traf-
ficking. As the distinguished Senator 
from Texas knows, I was an original 
cosponsor of this legislation, and much 
of it is based on bills I have written 
and advocated on behalf of for years, 
including with the distinguished Sen-
ator from Texas. 

Much of this sex trafficking legisla-
tion, colleagues, is based on meetings 
and discussions I have had for years 
with young women who have been traf-
ficked, law enforcement officials, and 
community leaders. I remember like it 
was yesterday how I was with the Port-
land police on 82nd Avenue in East 
Portland, and we encountered young 
women in their early teens who walked 
around with knives in their purses just 
hoping to survive the evening. The un-
derlying legislation before us, in my 
view, is going to be a very valuable 
tool in helping women like those whom 
I saw in Southeast Portland. 

Unfortunately, an amendment that 
Senator KIRK seeks to offer has been 
attached to this request that under-
mines the legal foundation of every so-
cial media platform and attacks a 
basic cornerstone of Internet law. The 
Kirk amendment will undermine the 
fight to help victims by distracting the 
focus of prosecutors from the pimps 
and the Johns who prey on these young 
women. 

The vague language in the Kirk 
amendment would mean any Web site 
that hosts user-generated contact— 
that means any social media platform, 
any news sites with comments and 
classified sections and any e-commerce 
sites—could face felony charges based 
on a vague concept of knowing and a 
vague concept of advertising. 

Instead of focusing resources on 
going after pimps and traffickers, the 
Kirk amendment would enable prosecu-
tors to go after Web sites millions of 
Americans use for nonnefarious pur-
poses, chilling innovation. Under cur-
rent law, prosecutors already have the 
ability to go after any entity that 
knowingly profits from sex trafficking. 
Every minute our prosecutors are occu-
pied going after legitimate businesses, 
in my view, is time not spent locking 
up the real criminals. 

This amendment hurts America’s in-
novative businesses and entrepreneurs 
and stifles free speech instead of get-
ting tough on the sex traffickers whom 
Senator CORNYN and I have sought to 
target all these years. 

So I will close by simply saying I am 
for throwing the book at every sex 
trafficker and those who enable them. 

Our country absolutely must do every-
thing we can to prevent the next child 
from falling victim to these predators. 
In my view, the Kirk amendment dis-
tracts from that goal. I hope it will not 
ultimately be added to this important 
piece of legislation. I hope Senators 
will vote no on the Kirk amendment. 

With that, Mr. President, I withdraw 
my reservation to the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
any objection to the request of the ma-
jority leader? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF LORETTA E. 
LYNCH TO BE ATTORNEY GEN-
ERAL 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 21, Loretta 
Lynch, to be Attorney General. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The legislative clerk read the nomi-

nation of Loretta E. Lynch, of New 
York, to be Attorney General. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I send a cloture 
motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Loretta Lynch to be Attorney Gen-
eral. 

Mitch McConnell, Richard Burr, John 
Cornyn, Lamar Alexander, Bob Corker, 
Jeff Flake, Susan M. Collins, Orrin G. 
Hatch, Thom Tillis, Lisa Murkowski, 
Harry Reid, Richard J. Durbin, Patrick 
J. Leahy, Patty Murray, Amy Klo-
buchar, Kirsten E. Gillibrand, Charles 
E. Schumer. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the mandatory quorum 
call with respect to the cloture motion 
be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

REMEMBERING NORMAN H. 
BANGERTER 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, today I 
wish to pay tribute to a loving father, 
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